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FURTHER DOCUMENTS ON THE BEN 
MEIR CONTROVERSY 

By A. Guillaume, Bodleian Library. 

THE following letters form part of the miscellaneous 
fragments obtained from the Genizah at Cairo and now 
in the Bodleian Library. They are referenced as MS. 
Heb. d. 74. 

They are of interest first because they bring to light 
further evidence as to the details of the well-known contro- 
versy between Ben Meir, the head of the Palestinian 
Academy, and his opponents Sa'adiah and Ben Zakkai 
the Exilarch ; secondly, because ff. 28 and 31 complement 
the fragments IV and V first printed by Dr. Schechter 
in the Jewish Quarterly Review in October, 1901 x (re- 
printed in Saadyana, pp. 15 ff.) ; fol. 39 is the missing half 
of Saadyana, p. 19 (IV b), and fol. 30 completes Va ; thus, 

Fragment A = Saadyana, pp. 16, 17 + MS. Heb. d. 74, 

fol. 38 + Saadyana, p. 1 8. 
Fragment B = MS. Heb. d. 74, fol. 39 + Saadyana, 

p. 19. 
Fragment C = Saadyana, p. 30 + MS. fol. 31. 
Fragment D = Saadyana, p. 31 + MS. fol. 30. 
Fragment E = MS. Heb. d. 74, fol. 37. 
Fragment A is a letter from the Babylonian Academy 
addressed to Ben Meir. Sa'adiah had been called in by 
the Exilarch 2 to refute Ben Meir, whose efforts to reassert 
the supremacy of the Palestinian party were now assuming 
a dangerous form. The letter begins by admitting the 

> JQR., XIV, pp. 37 ff- 

2 Harkavy, Studien und Mittheilungen, V, pp. 212-21. 
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dependence of the earlier Babylonian doctors upon the 
calculations made in Palestine, but asserts emphatically 
that this is a practice of the past, adding that when the 
Jews of the wbl first began to fix the calendar for them- 
selves the nans* m-\ had made no protest, although it would 
have been quite possible for him to do so. 

Ben Meir, by ignoring the rule of the rrivn, known as 
IPt "i?!D, began Tishri of the year 4684 (1235 of Contracts 
and 855 after the destruction of the Temple), i. e. A.D. 943/4 
on a Saturday, whilst with the Babylonians the first of 
Tishri was a Monday. This not only affected the preceding 
year (4683), but also necessitated the months of Marheshwan 
and Kislew 468a, being made DnDn instead of avhv, and 
consequently the Passover would be celebrated on different 
days by the two schools. 3 

In this document both contentions of Ben Meir are 
swept aside by the assertion that if the Molad of Tishri 
falls even one p^n 4 after midday that day cannot be 
allowed. 

Fragment B. The beginning of this fragment was 
published by Dr. Schechter in Saadyana, and later by 
Bomstein in "VNO pi j*d*i rip^no. The latter scholar prints 
two other longer pieces which, he considers, are the work 
of the same author. For the present he must remain 
anonymous ; Bornstein, however, has shown that there are 
strong reasons against a Babylonian authorship. 5 

Fragments C and D. These were written by Ben Meir 
himself, addressed as it seems to a wavering adherent. 6 It 

8 For a discussion of the whole question see A. Epstein, ' Querelle au 
sujet du calendrier', R&J., XLII, pp. 173 ff. 

* 1,080 halakim are the equivalent of an hour. 

6 The writer is indebted to Prof. H. Malter of Philadelphia for the 
identification of this fragment. 

« Schechter, JQR., XIV, p. 42. 
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is evident from line 16 (verso) of D that Ben Meir's corre- 
spondents had definitely thrown in their lot with the 
Babylonian school, and refused to countenance his reckoning 
of the Molad. 

I have not been able to find any account of ' R. Musa 
who was slain in the mtp 7 by the Karaites ', but he may 
be identical with Musa of Tiflis, known also as Abu 
'Imran Musa al-Za'farani, the founder of a new sect in the 
early part of the ninth century. Although Musa was not 
orthodox, he was hated by the genuine Karaites, and his 
heresy was anathematized. One of the points of difference 
between them was the fixing of the new month, and for 
this reason Ben Meir, in his search for martyrs for the 
cause, may have been intentionally blind to Musa's better 
known irregularities. 

Fragment E. The references are vague, and it is 
difficult to say with any degree of certainty to what this 
piece refers. The same scribe has penned all these docu- 
ments, and the mild tone of this fragment indicates the 
earliest stage of the controversy (Dr. Malter thinks that 
this is a part of Sa'adiah's first letter to Ben Meir). 

The black line in each case marks the limits and 
extent of the Oxford fragment. 

' Albiruni {Chronology of Ancient Nations, ed. by Sachau, p. 270) says 
that 'on the feast of the Congregation (mX5J) the Jews assemble in 
Harhara of Jerusalem carrying round in procession the Ark of the 
Covenant'. It appears that at the lYDDn Jn a large body of pilgrims 
assembled under the leadership of the head of the Palestinian community 
and made a solemn procession round the DWtn "in. On this occasion the 
Karaites were publicly excommunicated, and as they themselves were 
present in large numbers, doubtless serious disturbances occurred periodi- 
cally, cf. Poznanski, REJ., XLVIII, p. 153, n. a. The practice of ex- 
communicating heretics gave so much offence that in the next century it 
was abandoned by order of the Government, op. tit., p. 156. 
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JQR., XIV, p. 53. IV 
Bodl. MS. Heb. d. 74, fol. 28. 

A 

Recto. 

p-©be> \mno anai mw niwew bsi pab nvina nwn ns Dnayo 

d'd'di natwDD 'a btiv uww arm vym ana uaunn "irybN '"1 

sbs mw ns jnapb *ibn nxm tojj n»n Kb a"p enpon n*a nw 

jb'wn m-vaai a»3ta ibn tow ^b bumer* ptai baity pa nsarn 

hits bin a'aan by hjot na anayo pica ne&B> by mww ioa 5 

pni onajiD \y>K im byi anayo ano aye by naipnn byi j^kh 

iTn Kb a'asa ibn iwn tow jvai •pn'w ban ano nna aosc 

aipo e* pab ironac "oso nivia "ikb> by aua by nayb icbn 

cat? spao Kiab -in»»e> an aipo m •p ,,D "U> 3,,:u * ^n aayno piv 

pxa xbs nic -iia^y yiapb -ib^n n^n sb pbi "ins p n-rvpa pb^nioi 10 

viv sb tnn nnat? nwm ba to"e> nN"ai icn'nn ua"e>b ':e> bane" 

nreo nbia rovn «b naa nosy bane" pxa ib-sai aipabc uaca «bs 

biao -in 11 mEOin nnw ya nbnj aba ■wyb 



nix-is 



ebe imb> iac 



ban ano nns mw pta c k uroai b»bi pTn nay mitf ma^yb 



aana Nbs? pai na*^ e>&n fanac pa nvtom nwo bai 'awe? 15 

pxa ^bri rowi tow nobb abia ivan -ina be pai ivan viBat? pa 

dw niaiya spb^n aawai ma px naai *}n nsi tik tow jbia 

aaoaa juenb BT3 miDon na iDsn banc yeo mto -naa 

wra pto pw ban naa yavm\ ia>y pyybi nia ^tiiii irri taiix 

B'xbo 3K>nb twin nyup bas aye> to^jo w aa^ab 20 

nnna baaac utot ^mai 8 * ™e> niaiyn p wk pnDai p-vani 

» nit^n "113^ seems to be required. 
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Verso. 

naea nx? wn wap '-«* pata lavuano penni pn^ic vn awx-in 

aw jo i>3N nn^N p3nia vn "p 1 ^ jnioa *riaw TiDa ptopa vn nix? »b$> 

'-ie» pN ''nan ay ipnpm '"ik" 1 px i>K ban a^oan nna £y nas man 

atyaip an "oai nsi ns* ia uaiaiw ny ira wsm ikwbi nia^n naa 

oijnipi b^etid 5>k-ib* p« "nan nai ana^> nm aw nt baa awn s 

anwa NSD3 vh ins aaiaen n^y nfon awn 5oa "031 an3$> awn 

mini nm? npin a'tnpno anyiero laipTi bi laian i>y p.ae»nn n^n *|i^n 

nra S»ip5'' , p mn *6) im nyno larva "into a^3 ni3i3E>nna> »jbo nnx 

b»ni!> 1^ nvi i»333 awn jrispi? vhnm lanaa "Kim nwa nx*va n{>i 

t« run asTim na*i !>y Bn-ayi anao aivae iDsiji lanix rvaini> na'K* 10 

nait ano ins p« ahai isd wptn Bai nnn^ iyane» awpr ma^a e* 

xiw 'ik" pao win nyapi ow ma^y instj^ ^33 njotj mvw 

B'-oyD lanaw i:to wina anaro lanax aai aa 



anaoa anayD I anx 
Ni3$> la'ovy laaisn sh anao law n^i i>i3a 9 ia>3£> I nS Nin tik jiacni ua-na 



arnaw »a b s\kc na'r' 1 van 3n an ian»a wmaN anaD naa nnair6 15 



p-i»on xbx row pcW nenn | natsw arnoK 13 jama anrnan vb annani 
lawax to nw 



-lU'yn niD3 laaiann nsa aytwvi laTiiax iyapc jtod 
ninat^ ab ej^s nat? twit? it natj^E' new p»ae> wn-ii a'aetnn 
ny3pi> iixn rvn a6 n-oiyo xw jvs p^n i^piih myc x'-i^ *6ia 
n^iai nn^y u t^c ntwi be yt? nytra cniaD^ ids bid 11 ^ n!jn ao 
a^cnni worn nau» cni nnx n^ni 'p^n nsnn myc n' jd n ^3 
cnii 'c^ca nDan nxd3 b'd^c a^nnn ns yapnc jvae bid^c 

9 Schechter writes (?)iaaE»[n]. 
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JQR., XIV, p. 55. IV a 

Recto. 

w twi rpB^twi rwni tdbo nDam j-hd3 onrim wona nran ( -uk> 

133 msn ins nat? ova nh: rwiw njt^tr new p/op natsa wa 

ijib& nnT 73^ ijnp!> paj px naca iroai naea i5npi>o ue? ">aj> 

QHV1D wv H3 onion mmn n:e> jnpj -ioxn dki 'natia 

nae> anya nvni' j)"vy noa kvoj D'oi'tf yapTi n"jt? wi angora s 

pnD3 njitrxn )W3> dn o^ota n«jtn jmoa nwtn rut? "ioxn dni 

w^tm jyid3 nnjtri on'Dn ruiB>K"i papa -iot*n dki nat?a w nDsn $ny 

nixn ins ii>ij iiin 0x rue xintr n^t? i-ue6b> ntwi xxoj Dioiin? 

onyEvi ^33 i:pnpm iJc^Q^n nnty wi> nrra nor lay -nai pi>n 10 bs iina 

leva iyap!? iini px nm pi?n3 i^sn msn inx ntwi ni>io -iiajwat? ijin-ii 10 

dw tic n^N3 p30DJ UN* pNK> na^n b»ni an3sj>i lijai) wim^> k!>n 

ropn ba uod ab D/wtnn nnna l^niax no 1330 anyc nvanx 5>y 

un Sax naitj" ctn anaei 'nn^y "jiow xb um«i ni-iyt? i ^y xta 

101*0 mis pnn px riiia ne>ni nixa py dkb> 6an nan i>j; paew 

Dipi»n Mdn non or ym -pwi dn pun fnja nan ni'io tax 15 

..... mix pnn rnoa iDn dki ina pnn px iova 

^c nain nr *a ny& mc\ *:sb jjhu 

an3B» J."U03 N^l DiJlCNin )D 

naea py 'b)2 dn 

10 There seems to be some mistake here, and probably ?X should be 
deleted. 
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Verso. 

jw bv new "nbi W3 ntrn !>yi ratpa jd»j !>y n^n onoiN vn t6 

D*pi>n $n niye> w nat? dm h^id rmtst^ n!n roe* ton rwiwi 

p3e>n nx patwro ukbo Ji-ioi nios isba uw n^u Kin roea W3 t6i 

|UB>nn nx pxxio wk px ynsa ntwn 5»sn naeo jd-3 5>y nioa niox 

nxr imbw nw be> Tan nyca »an noo pe> on^v |«a Nine 5 

1^13 dni '»ra win j?ap p^n tbspri niyt? i w dm ibw "raw 

&6 dni *pnDa D'cnn yap^i ^W mix nm piri xpri nijit? b6b>3 

nmj px W dm niytr w ny ntwi ii>ui iwy mayc n:e>3 nvi 

pNC nso n^W nrna inx p^n nw k»b> nnx 1% dm "idvd 

nnx pi>n nixn -inx» mn nab mxn ny ni>ueo n!>n idm iroN D^ip 10 

niDN p3B»n pa 11 *6 ne>n ^y instep uid$> nn idm y3p3E> unxd si? 

wruN iwntr n3ye> o^ea upro nn» pa 11 n^ fni 5>y pc i?ai liicd 

hied friox patwi by vnnn nn orunptr wni ah jnjrap !?y Dnw 

iiin s)^n jw !t ntsm it? n3<E» e»tn pun 11 • Dnyt? i 5>y n^k 

ny3p3i nrvn n-oiyoi pi>n nap mye> n« >w dm niw nnot^ 15 

k!jb> mytj> -i i dm rbw py -61:1 d^ 

D3T3 rniDontj' ain p dxi wrrn n 

rue> nniN wn m onysp n^ , 

mvn D"iip 
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Saadyana, p. 19. 
Bodl. MS. Heb. d. 74, fol. 29. 

B 

Recto. 

inpB» whw DV TO pDB DIpD HT 'NDI ,^nniD N1H DtTD pDBt? 

nya-ix »a -idn , > iw n^n nioivyn nwiann ik-vi einann BiWjj 
p iDiNn »a iab aw 't bv nw aw Diyo n^n [a]^aa r« Dn 3 ;tJ ' 
ropn pw Dir^y «ta loiy oSyn }<kb> ,mm* rwon «h njn x!>a 
[n"i]DN ia nDNB' wStpn ojnam .ana k^n m!>n nnyion 5 



n^nno ik-db> »d «|ni ^oan 'iano ip^ £ pa "inoi> n'-ioa iwa 



pw ii>w noN "a btfovb wc fa ma^n ilea jnv rrn t& lanai 
mj>e> w inx "im|« prm p« niytr tw ny r'naa nswn n"j«a 
nw w Diip rfiva pw I liwa 'a ni> ^>n aw n^i ,iniK prm 



rwja rrrf 10 



qw w onwa w ijbd niyts' w (?)-in^ fnaa (?)ntjm 

-6v ova royt? yaiaa pw nhna p^ 'p^n r&ri mjre> ya-ita 

vw tea ntwi wbd pw wm dni 'p^n liiJri niyc ruwa ntwi 

pw wbd nwi wm k^ dso mix pnn px nwn mip pwa 6kb> 

rw w u bki iniN pnn rovn nnx^ ne>na 6ke> vnai tea 

aha '•a 'iri 5p w DBpii pi B^n wi "in' 1 note 15 

pat5>nntj» ia »kb> wbtii ,wa» B^awii n"icN nsDina 

typbm nw mj»i ia$>a a>a< i by vbx "vrn» ww B**iye> t 

•i paw '•a m dwdin^ nnns t>j? lay t6 iSw ite nai rvain 

D^yB tib' prato nw dw dhd t^i dto b m i>i>ia onjn? 

rnvp Tina rw cnso wn nm 12 n^s ]y\ oan vs bx rro^sf in 

nwo Kin mip n^wi may 

11 Marginal note by the scribe S)1?K "pn 'B DD . 

12 Hos. 14. 10. 



THE BEN MEIR CONTROVERSY — GUILLAUME 551 



Verso. 

ruiKBW ''tb txw'w p nns niro ciki ,pTon w nw nijwn 

mei> Kn /n dvo 'i cjid^ jw D^n o"spn roya* N"a aw 'n spoio 

Ttyi ;init« arm nw b'b* !?y -in' 1 dn idni /e»on or tothb' 

fWD 'pi?n rfn mip ii>ui nxan raaa nS -wy na px dki notu 

spoto nrwew yen ^d^b* p ins ni>u Bto ,DnDn I 'i Wa n 

sjid^ jw d-je^ tib6 &pbn fynn myc 'n any I '-\ a^oys w 

nnxi) -now /lac or *M?nB» nm»S> sn /vac I ava niyB» w 

"6ui -iny ntan iw3 &> axi "into t ijn ' wik prm myc b*b> 

p nns i!>u bki pn^n ww »W>a 'r nyB>o 'p^n Yi amp 



['p^n] (?)iynn niyB> (J)'n cw i spDiD nrwaB* ■oso u^ 10 
, b>6b' or -raw mvb nh ^p nvo mjc b»b» s)iD^> jw 
naa nasa w marm /nix pnn niyB* b>b> -inx now 
"inb»i y BWi 5>a nam a nbaa nn }iB>tnn ayaa nw-pa 
rasa n "W?2 ncs Kirn haj a ow nx aw anyBTi 
inx 'Wat? T"n taji /lac nva myB> w haj ■varni' n:iB» 15 
wb» ovatj' DBpii i>i3Ji 'n av3B» mytr e^ "iw6 ruiB> tobo 
^133 pi /nayp rwn jd »b*$>bvi biub* rnyB> e»B> •varni' ruie» 
•varrfc b»b6b>d '•yai ^S>3B» n'mn ^iaji 'b^b* 'Was* 1**1 
a«p$> (i)na nB»n wmi jdo tfm «!» bki 18 ri3B'n av^ niyB> W 
nisi'Di' "pxini aw t nB>ni> py pa *«hm twnriKm twwtnn r-m 20 
inb»3 ^ . . myD i$> psi !>i$>ki n»n in n»ni i"K 

» Marginal note Jia" 1 3J' N3ln pn3^ nXllni. 
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JQR., XIV, p. 56. V 
Bodl. MS. Heb. d. 74, fol. 31. 



Recto. 

ova noon m ncyi nnn npw orba owipn apjr *J3 ^ntyi it« 

dswi pei> dbtq law Dniarnc noi •i'eni nik> y»«eo **ai> ins 

Vim nr b '31 n\T pn atna nnn n'm ibki tro*** itarp naa naDD^ 

B'^3K DJIKt? DniDNl TlONn J''*! 11*13 1**33^ pi^H31 U'OtW 

me* 1*1*10 Danit333i noxn rix D33Tj?a nruNi onnon "333 q*bi» 5 

iron u**b$> man* ib>n , ssi'*in *dvb p *13"6 oajwai htj>a» it6 

mr miaj^ nnvo p«3 r*t2B3 nao ms rrw lTyn d*ib>31 Dmi3 

nam .*mn nam nvm 12*3 noi 'ixd ptw *im:i d^ivb pio i>3«i 

wb p $>b> misn nr t^n &ynn }*3 nD^pi D'm nam nntsw diiidni 

trp3D kw na ^3 n»p* n»m lrnop* Dip* ,, i i*"*h jit ''*i lntppai 10 

rrn •ninon mini raw nn oyn 3ip3 idd*e> oman B'twityn niry 

nso 'inni* amcnm '*i a*yiy nn n3ip3 ido '» 'at? hsdd* t**jnj? 



roini* nannotn b^ aa'in iasn *i aaoipisa rnnon mm *jai» 



miTty aim **Bi*o njnawV | *ind i*i> iv*m i*jn*i nst i*jn Banana 
n*'ai nra ina amlarn itw npi!*n»ni 'msNi* aaTrni aai> 15 



ens 1E>N 



'tor jai jna mnaa nsDUi nn*n diw B'jnv uk 
nn I [3B>p]m 02b ik>n prwiea ppn*B> no '*i»p aa»i an'B>jna a*Ta» 
dtubcd uirot?n is S*w no*n nr x^>n aa^XN ttiw it?j»i annani* 
D'vn . . . i'^[v n3*]3n itt it ft* ^1 aa'rjn 
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Verso. 

t6 ddk3 aybx uanai ayo aariK jtw pen-in Ba«wfia wsa wm« 

aariK U3"v3i aariK unnoi nua pcba aawwx itai Syoa «h "noa 

nnrxn ita new ny n»xn by bhdiji antw? a^naiD u«m 5>«nB* $>aa 

'id 'np '"u 'aa B'jum npn umy '-)e» moy w^« M annta -ib>k nunrewi 

\ym '« <pw» -«bS> utk ntyn nS ncx inn jro y"j anoy <a*va pns 5 

B^p^i mn i>y mm vnaa by maa £ epDW pta -ipiki inw im-iDE* 

anai •B'D'pm auntun anao tj anp' jnt men »jp m ii> 

new 'D3n n^m 'awx-in awinn b ns ffboaot? anan pipn 

am 'Knto vi>y wane »d min '3bd pva nta an-o^y 'a annox 

antroa «i> ana^i anp uoy anany ui> aa unir *ibw y-i wi aac mp 10 

Bans snpi po^w am^va amarni *^jai nnoa unw nn»i> 

lP-ian noto nrtyiD mo BTirn nna WTobn nnan i>y mjni ins 

n»sn nan ^xn p"VBn taai pcmDi naca nnsa noan a'oionp ma 



B^apo vn f: aaTiias <a "wtsa «5>i rpb-ro t6 rnani> aai> »itn mn xi> 
pin is^nn xh anion nt j"i aa^max w ab tbwm own in nnan 1= 



nx inMB* ornoto 
1D31 'jyu 



na"6 yotwa nnai' i*S>yi pnsb aa^y nsnsn 

^"t irnian <bd u^pt? mDn ;di vnvryoi , "' 1 vmo 

ni>Kn anain aw *6 nitpw runn nbna nwa t6x ir px rrvu x\n 

-nay xb) anmon nps» n^>i -nnb tw mr pxi dtitdh ncs 

npin wha n i> ncx ny n^n b . . . . 

aao . . 

" yg/f., XIV, p. 57, 1. 4. an^C doubtless an error. 



o o a 
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JQR., XIV, p. 57 . Va 
Bodl. MS. Heb. d. 74, fol. 30. 

D 

Recto. 

Dansnpa e>a3 nets aanipn nt?y3i BaaiNat: by ja> tpv 'a Bmarrn 

D"pm aaai urn utii-u<k3 Baa^snS [onfflri] un px •wiwk nx 

mo nmnK »a Brnost? noi 'bwtw nx mx-iS Skidc hd* k^i 

wmta '» ns N3 N~n3 D33nb BrnoK xh anana vbrabi utn^ roj&a 

'ji lain i^V 'a 'its' bbvi nin" by xbx "aura ttb awsan wnuMP wxo 5 

BDDxv lnnon i>N '31 -iku ynr my 'nai b'did3 n^xi nana nSx 'roi 

UNDn bk nDNn drunai • pin sphna nn n^xa bn w^k d^sd niB>yi> 

^in Bivtini lomb Dmtni nsn Brwy bk my spDi3 t6 nnv ne>xa 

133' amn '«i inn ncm i^yn b« nut^a joya nrwy bki •lywi 

nnrxm i>tae» irnx ^33 niyiDK>n lan >a ornatm 'pan ^ i>a nya 10 

nu-in ns nam nat ^"r wai new BnyT t6n *ns Sao oa^s msa 

inn jia^ya ik-ii Ba^y one ikb> 'mm nx tponni xon DyaT'i 

ynsn ^c Bita u>paS Bah ui> amis' ByJ he>aD na [?x]h lyoc [aio]^> 



BruoNn ii> 133 t6tt ^n nana pro? I Bm»xi 'wa ^-ib^ n^pn 
B3iiD^> pxc Sa^ iynin I wa J3 n3ns Bm3ii itw j» bitid nS 15 
omatfTi ^ypa nani> ana-ivinc xin B^iy pin nn 13dd tuba 



ibn Tn (n)bnr\ 'l^niax hdh otidi ton it i>&w ^y wbj jrw 

bn-\w ^y itrs3 |n3e> jptn bbna n«3en '131 u it K3 %-in dn $>tne» 

n'yani j-hji iwis" ^y ion ?nac trnpn tod n<B»tai B^oya noa 

yiT t nnno mtya 3Vi3c> 'did 'nc nwsm 'tW3n mm* 'no 20 

B'N3itwi itrpu B'oys noac nco '-11 i^nd 'i wniasDi 'py 
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man nnv wbs n3y ncx umN ijoo *nwi *ioe> jyo^ nc ne>yi \i-\nb 

t?a:n nxx? ny m(ai>)oi ?aan iiryi nniDKn nu nt^am niym 

ntyn? ds^n utoi • cttjicn py ya n nnno wxn njitwn Dmaon 

iwn irsnx ba wrvirni '"o onaci non an^yi oaai umta '•"'3 

Dnnan utnpi pan nycai '« ?an bin own nna cant* wvai 03me» 5 

n3>K irpy noji oawic bv nxo nxo oant* mryi nioipen i>33 oa^t? 

unmx nb"ni nnnn >a nsr i>y ub kj '•in D3na-ii> Dnnrn nnxi 'tana 

?ai iw nam nn:wb unanK Dnaan 'a ui>i D3^> k? any nt<o ny u?naii 

wniN onvyi *wy oawjn aioa onxi mod vim k? vpbn new np> 

13^ tin Dnnno nan D>nan onyow >jao noan nan i>y m»ya xta 10 

n*o dxi ujhm vbjn prion '"a i^ onaon nwie»n jd nao Dixta 
^ni unm i?w arvew norm jd caa^ atrrp no na onvni nnx u^y 



oae>o bx ia . (})tPD no: ah pin sp?ro N/i unux jnjo rutw *6 umoa 



ma xbv on »a warn iyT annox ntw I ntann nvxnn 'nb nnnaj 

own nn nnan onwrn ana^t? ownn nx J naw onanat? yao 15 

nn^m py ab rno3 rhox pazn onnoxi Daw nnlx nmx onapcni 

aao irso xm 331? prion nr nynai noana Damaxo D'?m naloxy 

nox Tin nmn? onx dwi no&6 x^n Damons 'ova jao xbtt 

dn D?iy niona v^y d'3D1d ?xnty px 'a nr niD *xn it 

nnx? tfpbn inxi o^yanxi "mxo mr ny 1? nxnn dv3 ncn n?u 20 

^ao son ni>3p linos d»di <Tn wn Din mixa D^yaip nisn 

15 The scribe first wrote niyC and corrected it into niXO. 
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Bod!. MS. Heb. d. 74, fol. 27. 
E 

Recto. 

16 [aiB] in >J? cm ncnaa 

nacN i>y otn ,T, -ina pna ^[ci] 

dnj ii> rs* injn ^>a nna vm anann cpaanj 

bwdh »a |no -in* ic:ny ncp n-paj? 'naiy 

*ixn ^n Dna dm anjyjn ansiem "cwnnn ns ins Dna dw annyn 5 

n« 1pm -ick oac ^ya $>jn i>yan' p T^onta 'din sin pi ,9 • ixid tik 

pN win na twanon i>a my wjci 20 • -ipc pns ai> niton jy diki • vt 

nns inn ttbw "iayc^ napn yata Wn t6 p ^>y 21 naicn rwih wa pp'aDD 

t6c *a$> tiod J133 22 * *n» n!> ny*i nyiocD mowc bs mi nana net? 'nan 

ana ie>n TD^nn ns n»awb iWk !>ikc baa *n^ ^ao nnsa it nn^n k 

noan *]-n bx aitj6 v5»y m^i iniyta 1^ tnaS B mjr dn T^n anan 



16 Ps. 45. 2. 17 Isa. 49. 2. 18 Num. 25. 17. 

19 Deut. 2. 9. 20 Ezek. 13. 22. 

11 Ab. V, 26, ed. Taylor. 22 Ps. 112. 7. 

83 Apparently an error of the scribe ; read innyT 1 . 
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. . . nym vijn au»n nxm 

. .1 w^nn ton -jnxD 13 lr^nx ** n« 

n -vvnn Dns 133 <jbd nun bw wtj i>ai 

. . . wi inn »jya to ntn M 'iw "" n« roem not6 

5 pyo awn a»a-n pnta oto -rto :5 naa6 nmu aaico pa m« n^ 5 

-tapn nx nhn trtnn ndb> in twin dj aw nrn Tt^nn ait?a twi 

n^nnaw rrw nansa 'a OMiam oaaiDn 'y^Don nrn Toi>nn ntoxa 

trinn btn nans "b fpoini nanai> tabia nat na<py ii> »-na p nnaina 

ainaro ymbn i>yoi ybv® ntwn nywn nt< -p>Dn ny Diptsn Sw 

di^ci 27 non »ai> pert? »a Tssni -pan i>a oy tint b waa ^k 10 

24 Isa. 51. 13. 25 Isa. 58. 12. 26 Mai. 2. 6. 

K Ps. 119. 111. 



